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RFMARK.S 



• ^r^H 5-15 and 19-25 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
The Fxaminer has rejected Claims 1-3, 5-n, ana 

The Bummer j 5 ,983,270, in view of Gleeson, U.S. 

being unpatentable over Abraham et al.. U.S. raicu 

Pa^No. 5,627,320. .-P^^^ 1 *** 

SnecifiCly with respect to Claim 1 e. al.. the Examiner continues .0 rely on col. 2, 
es 3, .' 7 of Ablam ,0 meet applicant's claimed "data bus connecngthe 

2 » i It ur.it and the tirs. and second da tt Pressing un*s, ' 

IT sugges* one dau P— unit, - *- — ^'J^^L 
claimed »datt bus connecting the addressable memory umt and the firs, and^ecpnd — 
pm^ing units" (emphasis added). 

applicant's claimed "data bus." 

of r-o or mo~e computer systems linked together. 

sss — — 

3 campus-area networks <CASs). ni i it ary base. 

Stil, yet me Examine, now relies on col. 20, lines 5 1 - 67; and col. 21, lines 1 - 50 

t , . „rior art showing of applicant's claimed "second data processing umt 

from Gleeson to make a prior art snovung «w 
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adapted to process incoming paclceu according to one of said plurality of ,ns,r«=,,on sets after 

1 f Lrin 8 . based on athread assigned » .he incoming pacxe-s by d. nrs. da. process, g 

^ Mole, the Examiner asserts tha, Gleeson teaches .be use of a compress- rou,,ne 

. ■ . • uv the transmit manager thread which is assigned betore 

run after filtering that is called by the transmii iuw*h 

filtering. 

Applicant respec.fu.ly disagrees wUh such assertion. Whether** Examiner's 
sutemen, above is true or no. applicant's claimed unit that "pussies] incommg packets 

,-lirr , fid r ...-n-^ i ns,n.c,ion se*" (emphasis added) is simply no. 

d^Tb^eeson. Specifically; me compression rouUne ini.ia.ed by .he manager .hread 
in no way suggests use ofnnr nf ^ plnrallryof insmtcion sejs, as claimed by apphcant. 

More importantly, Gleeson fails .0 even suggest.be foregoing specific* claimed 
processingthatis-l , ,| .1 n flwr l - H- P * * bv «. 

p.S.esanLu." First, Oieeson does no, even suggest a f,rs, data processmg un„ (,n -dttton 
, oth e second). Moreover, Abraham's Alter engine (the firs. da.a processmg umt, per 
Examiner, in no way suggest, any scrt of selection of a thread to he executed by a second 

data processing unit, as claimed. 

For these reasons, applicant's claim elements of Claim 1 are not met by the 
Examiner's proposed combination. Further, it would not have been obvious to one of 
binary skiU in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Abraham ,„ v.ew of 
Gleeson to use a second data processing unit adapted to process incoming packets according 
t0 one of said plurality of instruction sets after the filtering, based on a thread ass.gned to the 
incoming packets by the first data processing unit. 

To establish .prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, 
.here must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or ,n the 
knowiedge generally available to one of ordinary ski.l in the art, to mod.fy the reference or to 
combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success^ 
Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the 
claim limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the 
reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the prior art and not based on 
ppZu's di closure. * re VaecW F.2d 48S, 20 USPQ2d ,438 (Fed.Cir,991). 
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Applicant respectfully asserts that at least the first and third elements <**°pn~ 
facie case of obviousness have not been met, for the reasons set forth heremabove. A not.ce 
of aHowance or specific prior art showing of such features, in combination w.th the 
remaining claim elements, is respectfully requested. 

,t appears that the Examiner's rejection is still deficient with respect to many of 
applicant's dependent claims. For example, the Examiner relies on col. 7; col. 5, Unes 46-67; 
and col. 6, lines 1 -4 from Abraham to meet applicant's cla,med: 

"wherein at least one of said policies comprises: 

a first address pointer element for identifying the location in said addressable 
memory unit of one of said plurality of instruction sets, and 

a second address pointer element for identifying the location ,n sa,d 
addressable memory unit of a state block" (see Claim 4 et al.). 

Specifically, the Examiner argues that Abraham teaches an addressable memory unit 
of one of a plurality of instruction sets by virtue of database 72 (see Fig. 4 from Abraham 
below)'. 
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Fig. 4. 



The Examiner continues by arguing that col. 5, lines 46-67; and col. 6, lines 1-4 from 
Ab^am discloses applicant's c.aimed "location in s^d addressable memory unit of a state 
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«. merely recite the functionality of the domain controller 
block." Such excerpts, however, merely recite mc 
server 60 and client 54 (see above), which are not the database 72. 

Thus Abraham fails to even suggest an addressable memory unit with both 

block, which it does no, (as implicitly admitted by the Exammer). 

Further, wm, respect to Claim 8, the Ermine, also .lies of col. 5, lines 46-67; col. 6, 
H„e S 1-4 and ol. 7 ftom Abraham to make a prior « showing of apphcanfs c,a,m*d 

„ d data processing policy comprises a firs, address pointer to a start.ng addtess of 

"wherein said data processing puu^j v 

virtue of the remarks above regarding Claim 4. 

Further, with respect to Cairn 30, applicant notes numerous deficiencies (inciuding 
those set forth hereinabove regarding related claims,. Fo, example. respect to 
Zncnfs claimed "wherein the apparatus includes a control log.c un.t coupled to an tnput 
2 2 ic table for feeding an arithmetic logic unit, which is In turn coupled ,0 
iC'y a«ion table and the « block for generating an output," me Exammer rehes on 
the following excerpt from Abraham: 

.,IC. 4 is a block diagram of ^V««^\^5: r °iL k .^SS and 

.anient program 80 as J-^buted ^O of each administrative 
servers «™~*«* to se ^er 50 conmunicate the information and 

computer 54 and th \ n " «rs of ^ose computers to the rules and 
, policies input by the ° e ££*ork server 50 via the LAN 44. 

logging database 72 ^atedon tne^etwo ^ lQggi 

These policies are. stored and P"*«^ p * lie ies along to the filter 
database 72. which then P a9S ^ o t ^ f ^; t ion for each user. The filter 
executive 76 alor.g with ««PP " ° n uon ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

executive 76 optimizes the P* 1 ^" " n f ormation to the filter 
and .passes the rules ana user outfcound IP packets 

engine 78. The filter e.g ne 78 fx " 40 and ver ifies all 
transmitted from the LAN 4 4 " ^^JJ^ccording to the rules 
J^^^Sl^^S^ tJl file executive 76. As th.s 
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*r>*nor 74 provides Che filter executive 
occurs, the naming « tVi ?°» * hi ch the filter executive then 

76 with updated mapping ^^^^^at the filter engine begins 
pasS es or. cc > the filter ^^yLadly as users log into and 
and ceases f^""^ « _ 9 P lines 4 3 - 65) 



Such excerpt, however, is replete with deficiencies. Just by way of example the 
Such excerpt, n processe d by a rules and logging 

Fxaminer states that "Abraham discloses policies storea am. v 
Examiner sxaic* „ l5> : med "nolicv condition table for feeding an 

ricrcrr^ii^^— ----- 

rendition table feeding the same. 

The foregoin e e*cerpt **ty Mb » even suggest 

output " (emphasis added). 

Thus, aiiofthe independent claims are deemed Hart*. By virtue of their 
dependence on such independent Cairns, a,i of the remaining Cairns are further deemed 

allowable. 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

In the event a telephone conversation would expedite the prosecution of this 
r the Examiner may reach the undersigned at (408) 505-5100. For payment of the 

such fees to Deposit Account No. 50-1351 (Order No. NAUP069_99.074.01). 

Respecij^Uy sutoriitted, 

^o. 41,429 

P.O. Box 721 120 
San Jose, CA 95172-1120 
Telephone: (408)505-5100 

-11- 




.coT nJ!c «c 1 17 • DN18- 8729305 * C8ID:408 971 4660 * DURATION (mm-SS):0W>2 
PACE 14m -ROW AT 7/29M04 5:47:36 PM[E«Stem^^ DN1S.8729306 CS 



